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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the amendment filed on 1 1/15/2005. 
This action is made Final. 

2. In the amendment, claims 32-34 have been added. Claims 17-23, and 32-34 are pending 
in the case. Claims 17, and 32-33 are independent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 17-23 remain, and 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Durrani et al, hereinafter Durrani (Pat. # 6,01 1,542, 1/4/2000, filed on 2/13/1998), in view 
of Sun (Pat. # 5,646,821, 7/8/1997), and further in view of "Mavis Beacon Teaches Typing" 
manual, hereinafter Mavis, Software Toolworks, 1987, pp. 1-4. 



Regarding independent claim 17, Durrani discloses the selection of particular characters, 
such as "du", "dive", etc., by rotating a text wheel to select an individual character (col. 1, line 
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52-col2, line 52, col.3, lines 24-67, fig.3, fig.6). In other words the characters, such as "du" are 
selected by individually inputting those characters to create a desired word or text — output 
sequence. 

Moreover, Durrani discloses the selection at a location, such as a lower left hand corner 
(fig.3) — transfer location--, of the sequence of textual characters and display of these textual 
characters into a bordered section of the screen (col. 3, line 36-67, fig.3). In other words, all the 
characters are selected by the rotation of the text wheel, and highlighting the characters one after 
the other at the lower left hand location of the screen. 

In addition, Durrani fails to explicitly disclose: setting a dwell time for each of the 
successive information segments to pause in the transfer location. However, Sun discloses a 
user changes the speed of a trackball, thereby changing the input data speed — setting a dwell 
time — (col.3, lines 17-22). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Durrani, and Sun, because Sun teaches 
above increasing the speed of the trackball. This provides the benefit of increasing the speed with 
which the wheel is rotated, and the characters are selected. 

Moreover, Durrani discloses the selection, and moving, and displaying of the characters 
into the border section of the screen as the user selects the characters using a graphical wheel by 
highlighting the particular characters at the lower left hand location of the screen — as the 
information segments occupy the transfer location, copying selected ones of them into the output 
sequence (col. 3, line 36-67, fig.3). The characters are displayed in the screen as long as the user 
is entering the text . 
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Moreover, Durrani fails to explicitly disclose: at the end of each dwell time interval 
allowing the next succeeding information segment in the input sequence to enter the transfer 
location. However, Sun discloses a user changes the speed of a trackball, thereby changing the 
input data speed - setting a dwell fz>we— (col.3, lines 17-22). It would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of 
Durrani, and Sun, because Sun teaches above increasing the speed of the trackball. This provides 
the benefit of increasing the speed with which the wheel is rotated, and the characters are 
selected at the transfer point. 

Moreover, Durrani fails to explicitly disclose: after such movement of the input series, 
from time to time manually controlling the apparatus to select a different dwell time. However, 
Sun discloses a user changes the speed of a trackball, thereby changing the input data speed — 
setting a dwell time — (col.3, lines 17-22). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Durrani, and Sun, because 
Sun teaches above increasing the speed of the trackball. This provides the benefit of increasing 
the speed with which the wheel is rotated, and the characters are selected. 

Furthermore, Durrani fails to explicitly teach after the change in setting of the dwell time t 
again moving the input sequence into and through the transfer location. However, Sun discloses 
a user changes the speed of a trackball, thereby changing the input data speed - setting a dwell 
time — (col.3, lines 17-22). Mavis teaches allowing a user to repeat again the last typing lesson 
the user just finished—again moving the input sequence into and through the transfer location the 
characters of the typing lesson are being input into (page2, lines 44-47, page 3). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have combined the 
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teachings of Durrani, Sun, and Mavis, because Sun teaches above increasing the speed of the 
trackball. This provides the benefit of increasing the speed with which the wheel is rotated, and 
the characters are selected, and because Mavis teaches above allowing a user to repeat a lesson 
previously typed into a computer screen, so as to provide a person acquiring typing skills the 
benefit of doing better at a second chance of typing the original or first lesson. 

Regarding claim 18, which depends on claim 17, Durrani teaches the selection of any 
number of characters, such as "du", "dive", etc. The selection is made by rotating the text wheel, 
which is located at the lower left hand corner, and selecting the desired character by highlighting 
it, and then displaying the selected characters in a border (col. 3, lines 36-67, fig. 3, fig.6). In 
other words, as the wheel is rotated different characters come into view. Once the desired 
character comes into view at the lower left hand corner location—transfer location—, the user is 
able to make a selection of such character, and each character belonging to the number of 
characters to be input by the user, is highlighted and then transferred to a border, where all the 
selected characters are displayed . 

Regarding claim 19, which depends on claim 17, Durrani teaches the selection of any 
number of characters, such as "du", "dive", etc. --alphanumeric characters-- and then displaying 
the selected characters in a border (col. 3, lines 36-67, fig. 3). 

Claim 20 is directed towards a method equal to the method found in claim 19, and 
therefore is similarly rejected. 
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Regarding claim 21, which depends on claim 17, Durrani fails to explicitly teach after the 
change in setting of the dwell time the input sequence is repetitively moved into and through the 
transfer location. However, Mavis teaches allowing a user to repeat again the last typing lesson 
the user just finished--agaw moving the input sequence into and through the transfer location the 
characters of the typing lesson are being input into (page2, lines 44-47, page 3). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have combined the 
teachings of Durrani, Sun, and Mavis, because Mavis teaches above allowing a user to repeat a 
lesson previously typed into a computer screen, so as to provide a person acquiring typing skills 
the benefit of doing better at a second chance of typing the original or first lesson. 

Claims 22-23, and 33 are directed towards a method equal to the method found in claims 
18-19, and 21, and therefore are similarly rejected. 

5. Claims 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Durrani, in 
view of Sun. 

Regarding independent claim 32, Durrani discloses the selection of particular characters, 
such as "du", "dive", etc., by rotating a text wheel to a middle location on the screen, and to 
select individual characters displayed at a location, such as a lower left hand corner (fig.3) — 
transfer location-, of the sequence of textual characters and display of these textual characters 
into a bordered section of the screen after the user has rotated the wheel to the middle location 
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and selecting the character the user deems correct (col. 1, line 52-col2, line 52, col.3, lines 24-67, 
fig.2-3, fig.6). In other words the characters displayed on the screen, such as "du" are selected, 
and as a result individually inputting, and transferring those characters into a graphical box to 
create a desired word or text — electronically advancing a sequence of information elements at a 
controlled speed into a known transfer location while visibly displaying each of them there 
during a dwell time to permit the operator to decide whether to select it for manually directed 
copying into an output sequence: 

Furthermore, Durrani fails to explicitly disclose: after a plurality of the elements have 
been thus displayed at the transfer location, manually adjusting the speed of the further advance 
of the information elements and hence the dwell time; after that adjustment, again advancing the 
sequence through the same transfer location so as to visibly display additional information 
elements during a thus-adjusted dwell time in order to make each of them available to be 
manually selected for copying. However, Sun discloses a user changes the speed of a trackball, 
thereby changing the input data speed — manually adjusting the speed of the further advance of 
the information elements and hence the dwell time — (col.3, lines 17-22). It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the 
teachings of Durrani, and Sun, because Sun teaches above increasing the speed of the trackball. 
This provides the benefit of increasing the speed with which the wheel is rotated, and the 
characters are selected at the transfer point, thus saving time to input the desired characters. 

Regarding independent claim 33, Durrani discloses the selection of particular characters, 
such as "du", "dive", etc., by rotating a text wheel to a middle location on the screen, and to 
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select individual characters displayed at a location, such as a lower left hand corner (fig. 3) — 
transfer location—, of the sequence of textual characters and display of these textual characters 
into a bordered section of the screen after the user has rotated the wheel to the middle location 
and selecting the character the user deems correct (col. 1, line 52-col2, line 52, col.3, lines 24-67, 
fig.2-3, fig.6). In other words the characters displayed on the screen, such as "du" are selected, 
and as a result individually inputting, and transferring those characters, by rotating the wheel in 
one character steps, into a graphical box to create a desired word or text — electronically 
advancing a sequence of information elements at a controlled speed in an even step-wise fashion 
into a fixed transfer location while visibly displaying each of them there during a dwell time to 
permit the operator to decide whether to select it for manually directed copying into an output 
sequence. 

Furthermore, Durrani fails to explicitly disclose: from time to time manually adjusting the 
speed of advance of the sequence of information elements and hence me dwell time for display of 
each information element. However, Sun discloses a user changes the speed of a trackball, 
thereby changing the input data speed — from time to time manually adjusting the speed of the 
further advance of the information elements and hence the dwell time — (col.3, lines 17-22). It 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Durrani, and Sun, because Sun teaches above increasing the speed of 
the trackball. This provides the benefit of increasing the speed with which the wheel is rotated to 
the user's liking, and the characters are selected at the transfer point, thus saving time to input 
the desired characters. 
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Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/15/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant submits that Durrani's darkened portion is moved around the wheel to a 
character to be selected, while this invention the wheel is moved to a fixed transfer location 
(page 2, parag.3). The claims do not recite that the "data stream moves relative to a fixed 
location". Even if this was recited is not clear that this would overcome Durrani, because Durrani 
teaches using a fixed transfer location, and moving the wheel around it to select characters (fig.2- 
3). 

Moreover, Applicant notes that Durrani's fails to teach or suggest data moving 
continuously in an even step-wise fashion (page 2, parag.4). The claims do not recite that this 
limitation. Even if this was recited is not clear that this would overcome Durrani. 

Moreover, Applicant notes that Mavis teaches a method that does not create new 
information (page 3, parag.l). The Examiner disagrees, because Mavis teaches allowing a user to 
repeat again the last typing lesson the user just finished— again moving the input sequence into 
and through the transfer location the characters of the typing lesson are being input into (page2, 
lines 44-47, page 3). Therefore, the characters in the typing lesson are new information being 
created. 

In addition, Applicant argues that Sun's teaching does not carryover the speed from one 
cursor movement to the next (page 3, parag.l). The Examiner disagrees, because Sun teaches 
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increasing the speed of the trackball for selecting and inputting data (col.3, lines 19-22). 
Therefore, the speed at which the characters are selected is also increased. 

The Applicants are directed towards the rejection of newly added claims 32-34 above. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

I. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Cooper et al. (Pat. # US 6810504 B2). 

II. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cesar B. Paula whose telephone number is (571) 272-4128. The 



Application/Control Number: 09/397,325 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2178 

examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 
(EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong, can be reached on (571) 272-4124. However, in such a case, please 
allow at least one business day. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 

obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, go to http://portal.uspto.gov/external/portal/pair . Should you have any questions about 

access to the Private PAIR system, please contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866 

217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this Action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Or faxed to: 

• (571)-273-8300 (for all Formal communications intended for entry) 



CESAR RWJLA 




